27 December, 1991 


Letters Editor 
Newsweek 

444 Madison Avenue 
New York, N.Y. 10022 

Dear Sir /Madam: 

Your movie critic has a difficult time distinguishing fact from 
fiction. He calls Oliver Stone's 'JFK' a "piece of propaganda" and 
"twisted history" yet treats the autopsy report as conclusive evidence 
against Oswald. This is another example of how the media has always 
had problems with the facts of this case. 

Here are a few reasons why the autopsy is not reliable: 

1/ The original draft was burned by Commander Humes (chief autopsy 
surgeon) 

2/ Autopsy report was not dated. 

3/ Precise measurements pinpointing the location of certain wounds in 
the head and the back were not made. 

4/ Autopsy photographs were withheld from the public and the surgeons, 
causing Humes to have to make diagrams for the Warren Commission from 
memory.... 4 months later. 

5/ Humes did not learn of a small hole in the front of the throat until 
the day after the autopsy when he talked to Dr. Perry from Parkland 
Hospital . 

6/ The brain's interior was not inspected, nor was it sectioned for 
microscopic examination. 

Any one e of these items alone would be reason enough to doubt the 
legitimacy of the most important autopsy in this nation's history. 

Like the Warren Report from cover to cover, the autopsy report is un- 
reliable, incomplete and inaccurate. 

If Newsweek wants to believe the Warren Commission on faith and with 
little regard for the facts, that's too bad. The truth is making it's 
way to the surface whether Newsweek wants to help or not. I suggest 
your correspondents try ‘reading all of the available evidence instead 
of acting as a mouthpiece for the Warren Commission and it's apologists. 
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